Floyd Kite
306-B Dail Rd , Grimesland, NC 27837

5 DEC -5 P 3: 2Q November2,2005 4:44 PM

Senator Richard Burr Y Y, .

1.5 Senate 'J‘-)I'K‘:f? o {;r f:f‘””i\iﬂ
217 Russell Senate Office Building TN
Washingten, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

PDear Senator Burr:

I have sericus concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) pesition to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your censtituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, wiil be negatively impacted
by the unlair change proposed by the FCC. This is espectally true for the elderly and those on a fixed income. The high cost of gas, and increased
cost for food already makes some have to choose between eating and other necessities!

As you know, UST is curreatly collected on 2 revenue busjs. Peaple who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someorne
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume lang distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-velume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on sinall businesses all across
America.

The Keep UISF Fair Coalition, of which [ ama member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that lederal law does not require companies to recover, or
"pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As aconsumer [ would like ensure | am charged fairly. Ifthe FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according te the Cealition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
Lo 2 flat fee system soon and without legislation.

i will continue to monitor developments or: the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my hehalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could dispropertionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

[loyd Kite

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress




Paul Santos
75 Jamea &t , Naw Bedford, M 02740-3532

ovgmber 2, 2005 8§55 PM
15 OEC -S7 B3 95
Representative Barngy Frank
(1.8, tlouse of Representatives ODKEeT <) e TISIRYRY
9259 Ragbhurn House Offieg Building ' '
Washington, BC 20515-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-$tatg Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Docket 96-43

Prar Representative Trank:

i have serious conegrns regarding the Federa!l Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to chandg the Universal Serviee Fund
(USF) collgetion melhod 1o a monthly flat fee. Many of gour constilugnts, including me. my frignds, femily and ngighbors, will bg
negatively impacted by he unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UST is currently eollgeted on a revenag basis. People who use more pay morg info the system. 1f the FOC changes that
2ysiem (0 a fial fee, that mgans that sompong whe uses ong thougand minutes & month of long distance, pays the samg amount {nto the
fund as someone who uses zero minates of long distanee & menth. Constitugnts who usg their limited resourees wisgly should not be
penalized for doing 2o

A flat fee tax could causg many low-volumg long dislance users, likg students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizens and iow-ineome
residential and rural consumers, to give ap their phongs dag to unaffordablg monthly inergasgs on their bills. ®hifting the fanding
burdegn of thg USF from high volume 1o low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. in addition, it would havg 2 highlg detrimgntal
gffeet on small busingsses alf across Imerica.

The Reep USF Fair Conlition, of which | am & member, keeps me informed about the UST issug with monthly newsigtters and up to date
injormation on thgir website, including links to FCC information. Whilg 1 am awarg that federal law dogs nol requirg companigs 10
reecver, or "pass along” thzag fees to their customers, the reality is that theg do. 1ls a eonsumer 1 would likg gnsure [ am charged
fairly. 1 the FCC gogs 1o a numbers laxed, my servieg will cos! morg. find aceording 1o the Coalition's rgegnt meglings with top FCC
officials, the PUC has plans to changg to & flat fee syslem soon and without lggislation.

[ will confinug to monitor developments on the issag and eontinug to spread the word to mg eommunity. 1rgqugst you pass along my
eoncgrng to the FGC on my behalf, lgtting thgm know how a flat fge tax could disproportionatgl(y affget those in your eonstilugney.

Thenk gou for gour continugd work and | look forward 10 hgering sbout your position on this maiter.
Sinegrely,
Pau! {{ Santos

ee: FCU Chair Kgvin Martin, Congress
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Ioh.n Slankard

6009 Meadow Brook Drive , Fort Smith, AR 72916

Navember 2,2005 4.42 DM

W5 0EC -5 P 3 22

Representative John Boozman

U715, House of Representatives

1519 1 ongworth House Cffice Building

Washington, DC 20515-0001 Lo I T NAY
nee ol GO SRR T

AT
Subject: Re: Federul-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 9&-&{%!

Dear Representative Boozman:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method Lo 2 monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on 2 revenue basis. Peaple who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to
2 flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes 2 month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flut fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Skifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it wauld have 2 highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep LISE Fair Cealition, of which I am a member, keeps me inforred about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
tnformaricn on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
“pass along’ these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes toa
numbers Laxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to menitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you far your continued warl: and [ ook forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

John Stankard

ce: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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Ann Kakalec

104 May Street , Clarksburg, WV 26301-2@6 BEE=Ti—t

December 1, 2005 11:51 AM

Senator John Rockefeller

U.S. Senate

531 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federai-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Rockefeller:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) pesition to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends. family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While [ am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that
they do. As a consumer | would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ann Kakalec

o
FCC General Email Box




Brian Miller
611 Crawford Rd. |, Laurens, NY 13796

November 2,2005 7:.08 PM

Senator Charles Schumer

11.8. Senate

313 Hart Senate Office Building
\\’ashingmn‘ DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Ulniversal Service CC Idocket 96-45 R AATIATAN
. e BERS BRI
NI

'S

Dear Senator Schumer:

T have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commisstons' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to 2 monthly fat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family 2nd neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the systern. If the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone wha uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance amonth. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senfor citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In additien, it would have 2 highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USE Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal [aw does not require companies to recover, or
"pass along' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goestoa
numbers taxec, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
Lo a fat fee system soon and without legislation

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request you pass long my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank vou for your continued work and [ look [orward to hearing about your position en this matter.
Sincerely,
Brian §. Miller

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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Robert B. Cecil
2208 Childress Road , Christiansburg, VA 24073-7254

Novermber 2, 2005 346 PM

Senator George Allen

U18 Senate

204 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Suhject: Re: Federal-State Joint Beard on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Allen:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbers, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, VISF is currently collected on a revenue hasis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that somenne who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
wha uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A [Tt fee tax could cause many fow-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fatr Coalition, of which [ am a member, keeps me informed about the USFE issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am awarte that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
"pass along’ these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer } would like ensure Tam charged fairly. If the FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition’s recent meetings with rop FCC officals, the FCC has plans to change
to a Mlat fee system soon and without legislation

[ 'will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the woerd to my community. [request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Raobert B. Cecil 2208 Childress Road Christiansburg, VA 24073

¢ FCO Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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nancy waterman

9860 catherine ave. , Muakegon, MI 49442 i 1] DEC -5 D 3 30

November 3, 2005 6:12 PM

Senaror Carl Levin

ULS. Senate

269 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-000 ]

Subject: Re: Federal-State Jouie Board on Untversal Service CC Docker 96-45

Dear Senator Levin:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ {FCC) position to change the Universal Service
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and
neighbors, will be negatively mmpacted by the unfair change propesed by the FCC.

As you know, USF 15 currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC
changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minates a month of long distance, pays the
same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of fong distance a month. Constituents who use their limired
resources wisely should not be penalized for doing sa.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-
income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting
the funding burden of the USE from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed abour the USF issue with monthly newsletters and
up to date information en their website, including links 1o FCC information.  While I am aware that federal law does not
require companies Lo recover, or "'pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer [ would
like ensure I am charged faitly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalicion's
recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flac fee system soon and without legislation,

I will continue (o monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request you pass
along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, leiting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your
consttuency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

¢c: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress PS 1 only have local phone service because 1 have a very tight budget. [ already have to
pay extra te block my reenagers accepting collect calls. T work realy hard and and an increase would have a very negative effect
on me. Please consider the hard working people who are just trying to stay afloat.

Sincercly,

nancy waterman

(o N
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Rozce Withey
63 Holly St , Manchester, NH 03102

55 DEC -5 P 3 31 November 3,2005 6:48 AM

Senator Judd Gregg

LIS, Senarte

393 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on UTniversal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senutor Gregg;

T have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund {(TISF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis, Peaple who use more pay more into the system. 1f the FCC changes that system to
2 flat fee, that means that someone who uses ore thousand minutes 4 month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
whe uses zero minutes of long distance 2 month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A Ray fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless usets, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to upaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF kom
high volume to low-volumne vsers is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which 1ama member, keeps me informed about the UST issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
inlormation on their website, including links to FCC information. While 1 am aware that federal law does nat require companies to recover, or
‘pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer T would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. Ifthe FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Cealition’s recent meetings with top FCC offtcials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continug to manitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request you pass aleng my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward 1o hearing about your position on this matter,
Sincerely,

Royce Withey

ce: FCU Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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Charles Leech, TIT

12851 Mugwlm me 4t , Fouston, TX T706F 505
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November 5, 2005 54T PRI

Senator Kay His tohasorn

n.3. Senate

54 Russell Senate Office Building
Washingtos, Dy Z0513-0007

Sw?{jﬂct: Re: Federal-State Jont Board on Universal Service GO Docket 1647
Pear Senator Hutchison:

T have serigins CORCRriv raamd\iuﬁ the Foderit ainirai AW Leininissions’ (FOO3 /Wsitian to chianie the B aiviersad Senvice
Fund (WSF) eollection method to & mmtﬁlyﬁwtfu. Many of st Constituents, thclnding me, inif f?i#:m{;, famity and
neighbors, will be neqntively t‘mpMi&ﬂ”ﬂj the unfair change proposed by the FCC-

s you fnow, HSF s currmﬂ.if collected on A revenne Fasts. f’eaf;te who wse mote pit] neTe intr the nfstem. If the FOC cf»wuge.s
that systen ta A ﬂm: fu, Hhat meAns TRAL soecne whe mses one theusand minutes & month ﬂf Losrg distante, pays the same
amownt ints the fmna{_ &5 somepsie whe uses ze18 minutes of long distance A month, Constituents whe use theis Limited resenrces
wisely sheuld not be Fenﬂlizu{ for dping 0.

A flat fee tax con 14 cause mAnY Low-volume Ling distance users, ke studeints, Pr&puf{ wireless wsers, sewior CitiZens and Low-
ingome residentinl and rusral consmess, B0 give ug their phones duwete unﬂﬁm{mbla monthly increases 77t their bills, Shifting
the funding burden of the usF from. Mﬁﬁ velvmne tr low-vlume 1sers i radical pnd wnneceSSATY. Tn addition, it would Aave &
highly detrimental effect 71 simidd brasinasses Al ALTOSS Amerita.

The Keep WSF Fair Cealitien, nf which T am & member, k.u?s me infvmﬂl apout the USF issue with mmtl&hf newsletters and up
to dnte information o their wepsite, including {inks to FOO information. While T ain aware that fu{eml Law does not require
companies 1o recover, or "phss Alond " these fees B their customers, the remiity is that they 4o As o consumer T would like ensute I
am charged fairty. If the FCL-qoes 1o A Y ers taxed, my service will costmore. And pccording B the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FLC officinls, the FCO hps plans 17 change o & fiat fee systeen soon and witheut lmjistatim,

I will continue to menites developments o the issue and continue 10 stM{ the word te mY commmnity. I request you pass along
iy ConLerns o the FLC oy Pehalf, letting theg Tnow how a flat fee thX could a(ist}xmﬁmntehf affect those in your
comrtitpeniy.

Thank yow foruon continued work and I Lovic fvmmn{ to hearing about your Pusiﬁm gis this matter.

Sim.zrr,u;,

Sharles . (Buddy) Leech,

ce Fols Chair Kevin Martin, Conqress

Lisy

e e ———
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Penny Archibeque
{2477 N.147th Br. . Surprise, AZ B5378 8 DEC -5 P 332

November 3, 2005 608 PM
Representative Trent Franks

.S, Bouse of Representatives
1237 Longworth House Office Building
Washingtan, 0C 205{5-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board an Universal Service OC Docket 5B-40
(ear Reoresentative Franks:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FOC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collectian method to a manthly flat fee. Many af your constituents, including me, my friends, family and
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you knaw, USF is currently caltected on a revenue basis. People who use mare pay more into the system.  If the FOD
changes that system ta a flat fee, that means that someone wha uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays
the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zera minutes of fang distance a month. Danstituents whe use their
limited resources wisely should not be penalized far doing so,

A fat fee tax could cause many low-valume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and
low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable manthly ineraases on their bifls.
Shitting the funding burden of the USF fram high volume to low-valume users is radical and unnenessary In addition, it
would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Caalition, of which | am a member. keeps me infarmed about the USF issue with monthty newsletters and
up to date information on their website, inciuding links to FET information. While | am aware that federal law does nat
reqUire COMpanies to recover, or "pass alang” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they da. As a consumer |
would like ensure | am charged fairly. if the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service wifl cost mare. And accarding to the
Caalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
fegisiation.

! will continue to monitar develapments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. | request you pass
alang my concerns ta the FCD on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax sauld dlsprupnrtmnately affect those in
your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | laok farward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely, Penny Archibeque |

ce: FCE Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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Mike Stoker

S T

1844 LAIRD AVENUE , SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84108-1809 8§ DEC - 5 P 33

November [5, 2005

Representative [im Mathesan

U.S. House of Representatives

1222 Jongworth House Office Building
\Vashington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Represeatatve Matheson:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use mote pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of fong
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flar fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users 1s radical and
unnecessary. In additon, it would have a highly derrimental effect on small businesses all across America,

‘The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monchly
newsletters and up to date informarion on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is
that they do. As a consumer [ would like ensure T am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to

change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your consttuency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this mateer.

Sincerely,

Mike Stoker

Ce: FCC Chair Kevin Martin




Lynda Maldonado POk T il CaY DHIGIEY
443 Ripka Street , Philadelphia, PA 19128-3336 _
RECEIVED & INSPZCTED

November 1, 2005 11:24 AM

Senator Rick Santorum . DEC - 5 2003 N
U.S. Senate o ()R'G'Nr
511 Dirksen Senate Office Building FCC - MAILROOM s

Washington, DC 20510-0001

P
Subject: 215 508 5416 Q l-‘?

Dear Senator Santorum:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on smail businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along"” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Lynda Maldonado

ce:
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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Terry OBrian
26935 Q Rd , cedaredge, CO 81413

November 4, 2005 10:49 AM

Senator Ken Salazar

[1.5. Senate

702 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

pEC - b 2009

FCC - MAILROOM

Subject: Nat your piggy bank

Dear Senator Salazar,

Yes, this letter is about the USF flat fee - to a degree. Butata higher level, it's about the approach being taken in taxation. Each month, my local
phone bill is $27.00 and of that $9.56 15 taxes ($7.92 Federal). Just the Federal component is 29% of my bill! And just what am I getting for
that? How do you justify any tax atall? T pay federal income tax to cover the costs of operating the FCC. That's all you're entitled to. Over time
the federal, state and local agencies have "nickel and dimed” their way on a gradual basis up to the point that it now comprises 35.4% of my
monthly bill  And now you want to add on “just a few pennies a month more’. NO! This is not an endless piggy bank you can periodically just
go take a couple more penuies [rom. First, justify every penny you take now. Until then, the answeris MO. We the people are becoming more
aware every day of what's going on here and we are getting tived of it.

Sincerely,

Terry OBrian

o
FCC Chatrman Kevin Martin
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